


UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
TOo THE UNITED NATIONS

799 UNITED NATIONS PLAZA
NEV Yoax, N. Y. 10017 February 22, 1972

Professor Lev E. Dobriansky

Ukrainian Congress Committee of America
302 West 13th Street

New York, New York 10014

Dear Professor Dobriansky:

I do appreciate the appeal which you and your colleagues
have sent to me. I think the United States Government has
clearly shown its disapproval of the persecution goling on
in the Ukraine. We have considered the activities of the
Soviet Government, including the current wave of arrests,
contrary to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and
to the Soviet constitution. Unfortunately, the Soviet Gov-
ernment rejects any attempt at official intervention.

Focussing world attention on this situation seems partic-
ularly appropriate both through the United Nations and pri-
vate efforts as well. We have seen that the Soviet author-
ities do exhibit some sensitivity to unfavorable publicity
abroad. For our part, members of the United States Delegation
have frequently ralsed this issue and we shall continue to
make our position clear as appropriate occasions arise. I
should like to recall Mrs. Rita Hauser's statement in March
of 1970 when voicing her concern for the condition and the
rights of the people in the Ukraine, she demanded that the
Soviet Union "take all necessary steps to ensure a flour-
ishing 1ife for its minorities.’

We do indeed support the just attempts of the Ukrainian
people to secure thelr legitimate rights. Please be as-
sured that we will continue to do so.

Very truly yours,

/L4

orge Bush



UKRAINIAN INTELLECTUALS IN SHACKLES

INTRODUCTION

Recent arrests of Ukrainian intellectuals and other patriots in
Ukraine bring to the fore the incessant and systematic oppression of
the Ukrainian people by the Soviet government. This deplorable situation
requires wider and more serious attention of world statesmen, who thus
far have been reluctant to touch this matter as concerns the captive
nations.

Yet much attention is devoted to violations of human rights in other
parts of the world. The violation of human rights everywhere in the
world should be the concern of the whole civilized world.

There are over 47,000,000 Ukrainians, and they are governed by a
puppet regime of Moscow, known as the “Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic,” in which stooges of Moscow exercise the power in the name
of the Communist Party. The Soviet secret police, the KGB (Committee
for State Security), is the true government in the USSR and in Ukraine.

Persecution and oppression of the Ukrainian people have always
been part and parcel of the Russian Communist rule in Ukraine. But
since 1965 the Kremlin and its satraps in Ukraine have stepped up
arrests and trials of Ukrainian intellectuals,

Both Reuters of London and The New York Times reported that in
January, 1972, a new wave of arrests of Ukrainian intellectuals swept
such Ukrainian cities as Kiev and Lviv; but reliable Ukrainian sources
from Ukraine report that extensive arrests are continuing to be made
in other cities of Ukraine—Odessa, Kharkiv, Dniepropetrovsk, Ivano-
Frankivsk, and Ternopil, among others. The number of those arrested
has passed one hundred.

On January 15, 1972 The New York Times reported from Moscow:

The Soviet secret police have arrested 11 Ukrainians, apparently under
suspicion of nationalist activity . .. All were held under an article of the
Ukrainian Criminal Code that prohibits ‘“deliberately false fabrication de-
faming the Soviet state . . .” The sources said that seven others were
arrested in Lvov, the main city in Western Ukraine and generally considered
one of the strongest centers of Ukrainian nationalism . . .

The same information, sent from Moscow by the Agence France
Presse, was carried in the January 15-16, 1972 issue of Le Figaro of
Paris.

WHO ARE THESE ARRESTED
UKRAINIAN INTELLECTUALS?

Among those arrested in Ukraine
are Ukrainian writers, literary
critics, journalists, professors, stu-
dents, artists, painters, scientific
workers, and representatives of all
other strata of society in Ukraine.

Many of these intellectuals had
been arrested and sentenced in
1965-1966. Their “crimes” now are
the same as in previous years, and

these were defined succinctly by
Edward Crankshaw, noted British
Kremlinologist, who wrote in the
February 11, 1968 issue of The
Observer of London:

What had these men done? They
had discussed among themselves, and
among their friends, ways and means
of legally resisting the forcible Rus-
sification of Ukraine and the con-
tinued destruction of its culture.
They possessed books dealing with



this problem, some of them written
in Czarist times. They possessed
notebooks with quotations from the
great Ukrainian patriots . . . They
were not advocating secession in any
form and even had they done so,
there would have been no violation
of the constitution . . . They were
deeply concerned because the Moscow
Government was still persisting in
its efforts to blot out Ukrainian con-
sciousness which even Stalin with his
massive deportations and Kkillings
failed to do ...

The new wave of arrests in
Ukraine and in Russia began after
a decision on December 30, 1971 of
the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union
to suppress such samvydav (under-
ground) publications as The Chron-
icle of Current Events, appearing
in Russian, and The Ukrainian
Herald, published in Ukrainian.

While in Russia the KGB is ar-
resting Russian dissidents for their
opposition to the Communist re-
gime, in Ukraine these arrests are
directed at destroying the essence
of the Ukrainian national identity
and at eradicating the Ukrainian
national consciousness as a power-
ful force in the struggle for
Ukrainian statehood.

Also, in contrast to the trials in
Russia, which are accessible to
Western journalists, the political
trials in Ukraine are held in cam-
era, very often excluding family
members of the defendants, be-
cause the Kremlin is fearful that
open trials would engender and
spread the seeds of opposition
throughout the whole of Ukraine.

THE U.N. CONCEPT OF HUMAN RIGHTS

On December 10, 1948 the U.N.
General Assembly adopted the
Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, a powerful basic document
seeking to promote and extend the
application of the principles of hu-
man rights whenever they are ob-
structed, obscured, circumvented or
denied in everyday life anywhere
in the world.

In the Preamble of the Declara-
tion, we read:

.. . Whereas recognition of the in.
herent dignity and of the equal and
inalienable rights of the human fam-
ily is the foundation of freedom, jus-
tice and peace in the world,

Whereas disregard and contempt
for human rights have resulted in
barbarous acts which have outraged
the conscience of mankind, and the
advent of a world in which human
beings shall enjoy freedom of speech
and belief and freedom from fear
and want has been proclaimed as the
highest aspiration of the common
people,

Whereas it is essential, if man is
not to be compelled to have recourse,
as a last resort, to rebellion against
tyranny and oppression, that human
rights should be protected by the
rule of law ...

Now, Therefore
The General Assembly proclaims

The Universal Declaration of Hu-
man Rights as a common standard
of achievement for all people, and all
nations, to the end that every indi-
vidual and every organ of Society,
keeping this Declaration constantly
in mind, shall strive by teaching and
education to promote respect for
these rights and freedoms and by
progressive measures, national and
international, to secure their uni-
versal and effective recognition and
observance, both among the people
of Member States themselves and
among the peoples of territories
under their jurisdiction .

In 30 Articles the Declaration
spells out clearly and unequivocally
the civilized conduct of world gov-
ernments with respect to their
citizens. Let us look at some of the
citizens’ rights:

Art. 15 reads:

(1) Everyone has the right to a
nationality.

(2) No one shall be arbitrarily de-
prived of his nationality nor denied
the right to change his nationality.

Art. 2 states:

Everyone is entitled to all the
rights and freedoms set forth in this
Declaration, without distinction of
any kind, such as race, color, sex,



language, religion, political or other
opinion, national or social origin,
property, birth or other status.

Art. 13 asserts:

(1) Everyone has the right to
freedom of movement and residence
within the borders of each state.

(2) Everyone has the right to
leave the country, including his own,

and to return to his country.

Art. 18 reads:

Everyone has the right to freedom
of thought, conscience and religion;
this right includes freedom to change
his religion or belief, and freedom,
either alone or in community with
others in public or private, to mani-
fest his religion or belief in teaching,
practice, worship and observance,

THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT AND HUMAN RIGHTS

The Soviet Union and the Ukrain-
ian SSR are both signatories of
the Universal Declaration of Hu-
man Rights and make much of this
fact in their massive Communist
propaganda drives outside the
USSR.

The Kremlin also boasts of its
constitution, which guarantees all
“human rights” to the citizens of
the USSR,

All these rights, however, are
merely ‘“paper rights,” although
the Soviet constitution proudly
announces:

In conformity with the interests
of workers and for the purpose of

strengthening the Socialist system
of the USSR, the law guarantees:

(a) Freedom of speech
(b) Freedom of the press
(c) Freedom of assembly and
meetings
(d) Freedom of processions and
demonstrations on the street.
In practice, however, every sipgle
right spelled out in all 30 articles

of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, and in the Soviet
constitution itself, has been trans-
gressed, violated or deliberately
circumvented by the Soviet govern-
ment.

The violation of human rights is
especially brutal and inhuman in
Ukraine. There the Soviet govern-
ment destroyed the independent
Ukrainian Autocephalic Orthodox
Church by murdering over 30
archbishops and bishops; it ruth-
lessly destroved in 1945-1946 the
Ukrainian Catholic Church in
Western Ukraine, and forced over
5 million Ukrainian Catholics into
the fold of the Communist-con-
trolled Russian Orthodox Church;
it harasses and persecutes other
Christian adherents in Ukraine —
the Baptists, Evangelics, Seventh-
Day Adventists and Jehovah’s
Witnesses; it oppresses the Jews
by closing down synagogues, mo-
]estmg religious leaders and ter-
rorizing worshippers.

THE CASE OF THE UKRAINIAN INTELLECTUALS

Despite the Kremlin’s lip service
to the concept of human rights and
the vaunted Soviet constitution,
the Soviet regime in Ukraine has
its own brand of “human rights,”
and acts accordingly.

In Ukraine most of the arrested
were or are being tried under Art.
62 of the Criminal Code of the
Ukrainian SSR, which reads:

Agitation or propaganda for the
purpose of undermining or weaken-
ing the Soviet rule, the commitment
by individuals of crimes which are of
particular danger to the state, or
false or defamatory rumors which
discredit the Soviet state and social
system, as well as circulation, pro-

duction or collection, for the same

purpose, of literature of similar con-

tents — are punishable by imprison-
ment for a term of from six months
to seven years with banishment for

up to five years . , .

Consequently, Ukrainian intel-
lectuals are being arrested for
reading books on Ukraine by non-
Communist writers, or disseminat-
ing such documents as the ency-
clical Pacem in Terris, issued by
the late Pope John XXIII in 1963,
or the text of the address delivered
by the late President Dwight D.
Eisenhower at the unveiling of the
Taras Shevchenko monument on
June 27, 1964, in Washington, D. C.

3



























Dissidents,” by Abraham Brum-
berg appeared in the March 13,
1972 issue of The Guardian).

In France notice of the arrests
was taken by Le Figaro, Aurore
and the leftist France-Soir. The
latter organ quoted Peter Shelest,
Communist boss of Ukraine, as
saying:

We must unmask the bourgeois
nationalists of Ukraine who in their
struggle against the Soviet govern-
ment have allied themselves with
Zionists and other counterrevolution-
aries in the West . ..

France-Soir commented:

The situation in Ukraine must be
serious enough for Shelest to offi-
cially pronounce these words .

Entitled, “Danger for the Struc-
ture,” the editorial in France-Soir
continued:

In an incessant struggle Ukraine
has forged its national identity,
which was manifested by the na-
tional, though ephemeral, govern-
ment during the revolution.

No wonder that today Ukrainian
“nationalism” is so alive. It goes in
step with the reawakening of na-
tionalism in the Asian republics of
the USSR (Azerbaijan, Turkmeni-
stan), and also with the renewed
national feelings of Jews in the
USSR. The Soviet Union, which
amassed so many different peoples,
may justly fear a danger to its
structure . ..

Reports on the arrests in
Ukraine were carried in The New
York Times, The Washington Post
and many other American and Ca-
nadian newspapers. Reporting also
were the “Voice of America,”
“Radio Liberty” and ‘“Radio Free
Europe,” as well as other news-
paper and TV and radio stations
throughout the world.

PERTINENT QUOTATIONS

STATE DEPARTMENT CONDEMNS
PERSECUTION IN UKRAINE

“. .. President Nixon has asked
me to reply to your comments, in
behalf of the Ukrainian Congress
Committee of America, about re-
cent arrests by Soviet authorities
of Ukrainian intellectual leaders.

“The U.S. Government has tradi-
tionally condemned the persecution
of minorities, no matter where it
occurs. We strongly disapprove of
pressures exerted by the Soviet
Government aimed at restricting
the national, religious and cultural
freedom of individuals and groups
in the Ukraine.

“The arrests of dissident figures
appear directed against advocates
of Ukrainian cultural equality . . .
The U.S. Government condemns
these arrests as violations of the
fundamental human rights assured
under the ‘Universal Declaration of
Human Rights’ and the Soviet con-
stitution itself . . .
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“I can assure you and all mem-
bers of your organization that
efforts of the Ukrainian people and
other Soviet minority groups to
secure basic human rights have our
support . . . Our U.N. Delegation
has frequently raised the subject
of persecution . . . in the Soviet
Union, and on March 17, 1970, Mrs.
Rita Hauser, U.S. Delegate to the
Human Rights Commission, de-
manded that the Soviet Union ‘take
all necessary steps to ensure a
flourishing life for its many minori-
ties.” She voiced concern for the
condition and basic rights of the
Ukrainian people . . .”

John Richardson, Jr.

Acting Assistant Secretary
for Public Affairs

(Excerpts from letter to Dr. Lev E.
Dobriansky, President of Ukrainian
Congress Committee of America,
sent in March, 1972,)



USE POISON TO BREAK PRISONERS

“. .. Having failed to break us
morally, the KGB organs (secret
police) are trying to transform us
biologically from intellectuals into
primitives.

“Last year Lukyanenko was tak-
en to Vladimir.Prison on March 3,
and kept there until September.
(In this prison) poisonous sub-
stances were added to his food. He
was given to know that prolonged
injection of these toxic substances
causes the human organism to
deteriorate.

“Poison is also added to the food
in the camp . . . The symptoms of
poisoning are as follows: slight
pressure in the temples is felt 10-15

minutes after eating; this even-
tually develops into an unbearable
headache. Concentration becomes
difficult, even for something like
writing a letter home . . . Last year
(the situation was) the same as
this year. The symptoms were
somewhat different: 10-15 minutes
after eating one experienced a mild
intoxication, followed by severe
pain in the center of the head,
trembling of the hands, inability to
concentrate . ..”

(From the Petition of Three Ukrai-
nian Political Prisoners — Mykhailo
Horyn, Ivan Kandyba and Lev Luk-
yanenko, signed in June, 1969, and
submitted to the U.N. Commission
on Human Rights by Amnesty Inter-
national of London.)

DEFENSE OF JEWISH MINORITY

“. .. First of all I wish to draw
your attention to discrimination
against the Jewish population, for
the attitude toward the Jews is the
litmus paper that shows the degree
of international consciousness of a
given society. The closing of Jewish
cultural institutions, of newspa-
pers, schools, theaters, publishing
houses; the execution of Jewish
cultural leaders; the discriminatory
practice in the admission of Jews
to the higher and secondary insti-
tutions of learning — all these are

phenomena which blossomed forth
luxuriantly during the time of the
Stalin personality cult. It seems
that the condemnation of the cult
should also have put an end to
these discriminatory phenomena.
Unfortunately, this has not hap-
pened . ..”

(From the ‘“Petition” of Svyatoslav
Y. Karavansky to the Chairman of
the Council of Nationalities of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, The
Chornovil Papers, p. 199, New York,
1968.)

CANADIAN COMMUNISTS CONDEMN “SOVIET
VIOLATIONS” IN UKRAINE

“. . . When inquiries were made
about sentencing of Ukrainian
writers and others, we were told . . .
that they were convicted as ene-
mies of the people. But specific
charges against them were not re-
vealed. Although we do not claim
to know what consideration of state
security led to the trials of these
writers being conducted in secret,

we must make the point that such
in camera trials never serve to dis-
pel doubts and questioning . . .”

(Viewpoint, January 1968, Central
Committee  Bulletin, Communist
Party of Canada, cf. “Report of the
Delegation,”” led by Tim Buck,
quoted from Internationalism or
Russification? by Ivan Dzyuba, Lon-
don, 1968, p. XIX.)
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CONCERN OF AMERICAN LEGISLATORS

MASSACHUSETTS

“. .. ]I have taken the liberty of
referring your letter to the Depart-
ment of State for their advice on
measures which the U.S. Govern-
ment may take to secure equal
rights for Ukrainian citizens . . .”

Edward W. Brooke
U.S. Senator

H. Res. 884:

Whereas the Soviet Union has vio-
lated human rights in Ukraine by
denying the Ukrainian people the
freedoms of expression, assembly,
and religion, and

Whereas the Soviet Union impris-
oned Ukrainians, especially
Ukrainian intellectuals who have
spoken out against the Soviet
Union’s oppression in the Ukraine;

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the
House of Representatives that the
U.S. Delegation to the United Na-
tions should follow prescribed U.N.
procedure to bring before the U.N.
Commission on Human Rights vio-
lations by the Soviet Union of
human rights and basic freedoms
in Ukraine, which violations con.
travene the U.N, Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights.

(Text of the Resolution, introduced in the
House of Representatives on March 8,
1972 by the Hon. Louise Day Hicks, Con-
gresswoman from Massachusetts.)

In a letter to Mr. Konrad Husak
and Orest Szczudluk, president and
public relations director of the
UCCA Boston Branch, respectively,
Congresswoman Hicks wrote:

“You may rest assured that I
shall continue my efforts in behalf
of the Ukrainian people and their
fight for freedom.”

A similar Resolution, H. Res.
895, was introduced in the House of
Representatives on March 14, 1972
by the Hon, James A. Burke, Con-
gressman from the same State.

Assurances of support of this
measure were expressed by the
Hon. Silvio Conte and the Hon.
Hastings Keith, Members of Con-
gress from Massachusetts.

OHIO
“...It has come to my attention
14

that the Soviet secret police —
KGB — has instituted wide-spread
purges among intellectuals within
the Soviet Union, especially in
Ukraine . . . Their list includes
Ukrainian writers, literary critics,
journalists, professors, artists, stu-
dents, and scientific workers, as
well as laborers and other repre-
sentatives of a cross section of
Ukrainian society . ..

“I strongly urge the Administra-
tion to use every means at its dis-
posal, including our U.N. delega-
tion, to arouse public opinion
throughout the world against the
tyrannical disregard of human
rights and human dignity by the
Soviet Government. Let us demand
that the Soviet Government release
these political prisoners immedi-
ately, and that the Soviet Govern-
ment refrain from such activity in
the future.”

Robert Taft, Jr.
U.S. Senator

(The Congressional Record, March
17, 1972, Washington, D.C.)

NORTH DAKOTA

“. .. I believe it would be appro-
priate for me to take this up with
our Ambassador to the United Na-
tions, George Bush, immediately.
Ambassador Bush is a very able
person and I am sure he feels much
the same as you and I about this
terrible persecution and oppression
by the Russians. Too, I will be dis-
cussing this problem with the Pres-
ident at my first opportunity. It
could well be that he would want to
include this among the topics he
will be discussing with Soviet lead-
ers when he goes to Russia ... I
share your deep concern over the
new and increasing instances of
Soviet persecution of the Ukrainian
people . ..”

Milton R. Young
U.S. Senator

(Excerpts from letter, dated March
21, 1972 to Dr. Anthony Zukowsky,
president of the North Dakota
Branch of the UCCA.)



Assurances also came from the
Hon. Arthur A. Link and the Hon.
Mark Andrews, both Congressmen
from North Dakota. Congressman
Andrews wrote that he was urging
President Nixon to include the
matter of persecution in Ukraine
“on the agenda when he meets
with the USSR leaders in May.”

MARYLAND
“... L too, have been deeply con-
cerned about the tragic incidents
(in Ukraine) and have made in-
quiry on this subject to the Depart-
ment of State ...”
Charles McC. Mathias, Jr.
U.S. Senator
“...I have written to the Presi-
dent, urging that he add the ques-
tion of the freedom of Soviet intel-
lectuals to his agenda for the up-
coming trip to Moscow ...”
J. Glenn Beall, Jr.
U.S. Senator

Support for the persecuted
Ukrainian intellectuals comes from
Congressmen Joel T. Broyhill,
Lawrence J. Hogan, Gilbert Gude.

(From the correspondence between

these U.S. legislators and Dr. Ste-

phen B. Kurylas and Dr. Jaroslaw N.

Geleta, president and secretary, re-

spectively, of the Washington, D, C.

Branch of the UCCA.)

VIRGINIA

“Thank you for your recent let-
ter requesting my assistance in
notifying the President of your
concern for certain arrests which
have occurred in Ukraine.

“T have taken the liberty of for-
warding a copy of your letter to
the President for his considera-
tion.”

William B. Spong, Jr.
U.S. Senator

ILLINOIS

“. .. It has been called to my
attention that a series of arrests
have taken place in Ukraine of dis-
sident intellectuals whose sole
crime seems to be a protest against
the Russification of their coun-
try ...

“May I respectfully urge, Mr.
President, that when you are in
Moscow you request that such ar-

rests end; that the Soviet Union
honor the guarantees of civil liber-
ties incorporated in its own con-
stitution and those to which it
pledged itself with the United
Nations Declaration of Human
Rights; that you insist that politi-
cal prisoners not be exploited as
slave labor, specifically on projects
which come under the provisions of
the recently expanded U.S.-Soviet
trade agreements; and that you
allow increased immigration to the
United States of all ethnic minori-
ties in the Soviet Union ...”
Roman C. Pucinski
Member of Congress

(Letter to President Nixon, dated
March 22, 1972.)

MICHIGAN

On February 29, 1972, the Hon.
Gerald R. Ford of Michigan, House
Minority Leader, made a statement
which he introduced into the Con-
gressional Record, reading as fol-
lows:

“...I have received a number of
letters from Ukrainian Americans
quoting dispatches from Reuters
and the AP detailing the repression
visited upon certain intellectuals in
Ukraine . ..

“The people of the free world
cannot allow this repression of the
basic freedoms of speech and
thought to continue. It is the duty
of each of us to voice our strongest
condemnation of these infringe-
ments of basic human rights.

“l agree with the objective of
the Ukrainian American protesters
which is to arouse public opinion so
that the U.N. Commission on Hu-
man Rights will investigate the
conditions in Ukraine — what pro-
testers describe as ‘the systematic
destruction of the Ukrainian cul-
tural heritage and the policy of
forced Russification.’

“I hope that all Members of Con-
gress will add their voices to those
of the Ukrainian Americans who
are protesting the trampling of hu-
man rights in Ukraine.”

Gerald R. Ford
Member of Congress
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MOROZ DEFIES SOVIET JAILERS

“...Five years ago I was seated
in the dock — and a shot was fired
from there. Then I was placed be-
hind barbed wire in Mordovia —
and a bomb was ejected from
there. Now again, understanding
and learning nothing, you are
starting everything from the be-
ginning. Only this time, the boom-
erang effect will be much more
powerful. In 1965, Moroz was an
obscure lecturer of history. Now
he is well known . . . The only
kind of Moroz who could be of
really great use to you would be
a submissive Moroz who would
write a statement of repentance.
This would really be a stunning
blow to all conscious Ukrainianism.
But you will never see such a

Moroz. If, by placing me behind
bars, you are counting on creating
a vacuum in the Ukrainian renais-
sance, then that is absurd. Under-
stand at last: there will never be
a vacuum again. The abundance of
the spiritual potential of Ukraine is
sufficient enough to fill any kind of
vacuum and to give forth new
public figures, both in place of
those who are in prison and those
who have departed from public
activity . . . The national renais-
sance is the deepest of all spiritual
processes . . . And even having de-
stroyed me, you will not be able to
silence it ...”
(Valentyn Moroz’s last statement
at his trial on November 20, 1970,
in Ukraine, at which he was sen-
tenced to nine years at hard labor.)

VLADIMIR BUKOVSKY ON TORTURES OF
UKRAINIAN PRISONERS

Vladimir Bukovsky, a Russian
political dissident who spent six of
his 27 years in Soviet prisons, psy-
chiatric asylums and labor camps,
and who finally was sentenced to
nine years at hard labor again, in
a secret document-report, writes:

“I had two cell-mates: an old
Ukrainian nationalist who spent 16
years in prison, and a criminal who
slew his children and cut off his
ears ... Every minute and during
the sleepless nights, the Ukrainian

orated about the independence of
Ukraine . ..

“They beat the Ukrainian every
day. Simply, they tied him up and
kicked him in the stomach. Some-
times, they put the inmates in a
special soundproof isolator and
beat them incessantly. I knew a
few people who died after-
wards . ..”

(“Soviet Documents,” Novoye Russ-

koye Slovo, February 11, 1972, New
York, N. Y.)

RUSSIFICATION RAMPANT IN UKRAINE

“. . . Russians were everywhere

with their arrogant overbearing
attitude; their contempt, some-
times veiled but often overt, for
the Ukrainian language; their open
display of a feeling of Russian su-
periority. It made me wonder why
Russians, not Ukrainians, occupied
so0 many positions in Kiev.

“Then I decided to delve into this
problem thoroughly. Much of my
spare time I spent in libraries, sift-
ing through any material that was
connected with the subject. I tried

16

to follow every lead, to get con-
firmation for every statement, to
verify every unpublished document
and to check and evaluate every
source.

“My investigations began to re-
veal a planned discrimination
against Ukraine and Ukrainians
and a conspiracy against the
Ukrainian language. I began col-
lecting any published material that
could throw light on the subject ...
Evidence showing discrimination
against Ukraine and Ukrainians,



BRITISH CONCERNED OVER ARRESTS IN UKRAINE

“_ .. But it is in Ukraine that
there has been most national fer-
ment in recent years. The Ukrain-
jan dissidents have produced the
largest amount of samizdat, under-
ground literature, So far, 21
Ukrainian intellectuals have been
rounded up . .. What kind of evi-
dence of ‘bourgeois nationalism’
the KGB, Russia’s security police,
is now trying to compile against . ..
(them) remains to he seen . ..

“On the basis of all the informa-
tion available so far, it is patently
absurd to accuse those men of any-
thing except resisting forcible Rus-
sification and demanding more cul-
tural and political autonomy for
their 40-million fellow-Ukrainians
in the Soviet Union — all in accord
with provisions laid down and
guaranteed by the Soviet constitu-
tion. Although they are Slavs, like

the Russians, and speak a language
closely akin to Russian, the Ukrain-
ians have always felt themselves
to be different from their northern
neighbors, who first attempted to
Russify them under the Czars...”

(The Economist, February 26, 1972,
London)
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‘. . . While national aspirations
(in Ukraine) have so far been
voiced mainly by intellectuals (as
they have been in every country
over the past century), there is
mounting evidence that they have
struck a responsible chord among
many ordinary men and women,
who bitterly resent the manipula-
tive and arrogant tactics of the
Russian nachalstvo (bosses) . ..’

(“Ukraine’s Law-abiding Dissidents,”
by Abraham Brumberg, The Guard-
ian, March 13, 1972, Manchester,
England)

AMERICAN U.N. DELEGATE CHALLENGES SOVIET
REPRESENTATIVE ON HUMAN RIGHTS

On April 6, 1972, William E.
Schaufele, Jr., U.S. Representative
in the Economic and Social Council,
Commission on Human Rights, in
replying to the Soviet delegate who
assailed the United States for ‘‘sup-
pressing” human rights, stated,
among other things:

“. .. The point is that real, al-
leged or suspected violations of
human rights in this country come
quickly to public attention through
the mass media. Unfortunately
that is not the case in the Soviet
Union...”

“We admit our problems and
welcome discussion of them al-

though we don’t always put the
same interpretation on them as the
Soviet delegate. He has enumerated
problems as he reads them — as
we all read about them . . . We
would welcome constructive discus-
sion or suggestions about how to
approach or solve them. And per-
haps we could broaden the discus-
sion to include the situation of
Soviet Jewry, religious freedom in
Lithuania, trials in the Ukraine or
the use of confinement to mental
institutions without due process of
law ...”

(U.S. Mission to the U.N., Press Re-
lease USUN-37 72)

and the campaign of Russification
gives conclusive proof of what
many have suspected for so long,
exposes the falsity of Soviet proc-
lamations of freedom of national
development in the USSR and re-

veals the plight of Ukraine to the
public of the democratic world . ..”

(Education in Soviet Ukraine, by
John Kolasky, pp. XIII-XV, 1967,
Toronto.)
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